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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

As to claim 1 the added amendment, "wherein the transaction-based application is not originally 
designed for World Wide Web based transactions" is ambiguous and further needs to be concise 
and clear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helgeson et 
al (U.S. 2002/0073236) and in view of O'Brien et al (U.S. 6,351,776). 

As per claims 1,9,17 Helgeson disclosed a computer implemented method of adapting a 
transaction-based application to process transactions over a network, said transaction-based 
application comprising source code describing a transaction and information related to the 
transaction, hereinafter related information, said method comprising: scanning the source code of 
the transaction-based application to identify the transaction and the related information (Page 2, 
Paragraph. 0016); wherein the transaction-based application is not originally designed for World 
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Wide Web based transactions (Page. 3, col. 0039); storing in a database the related information 
identified in the scan of the source code, wherein after identified information (Page. 19, 
Paragraph, 0381-0382); extracting from the database parameter definitions describing 
communication of information by the transaction, hereinafter extracted information; identifying a 
parameter usage type for each parameter (Page. 12, col. 0277-0278, Page. 48, col. 0836), said 
parameter usage type selectable from the parameter usage type set comprising input, output, 
input/output, and unreferenced; displaying the transaction and a subset of the related information 
and extracted information (Page. 19, col. 0387); Wherein the identified connector enables the 
transaction-based application to process transactions over the web (Page. 21, Paragraph. 0420). 

However Helgeson did disclose in details allowing a user to select the transaction; and using the 
identified information and extracted information to package the user-selected transaction in a 
form compatible with a connector building tool by generating a communication area file that 
may be parsed by the connector building tool to build a connector and documentation fie that 
provides documentation about the communication area file 

In the same field of endeavor O'Brien disclosed the user must be sent back to the same database 
query is made at step 740 to determine if that database is still up. If it is, the request is passed to 
the pool specification where it is subsequently passed to the database object, on to the connection 
pool and the appropriate database, either the transactional database or the query database (col. 
15, lines 21-27). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have incorporated the user must be sent back to the same database query is made at 
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step 740 to determine if that database is still up. If it is, the request is passed to the pool 
specification where it is subsequently passed to the database object, on to the connection pool 
and the appropriate database, either the transactional database or the query database as taught by 
O'Brien in the method of Helgeson to make it efficient for the files to be available worldwide 
through the Internet and providing means by which files and other data may be stored on the 
Internet and made available worldwide through the Internet. 

3. As per claims 2,10,18 Helgeson-O'Brien disclosed wherein the communication area file 
contains information which can be parsed by a connector building tool (O'Brien, col. 16, lines 
61-67, col 17, lines 1-9). 

4. As per claims 3,1 1,19 Helgeson-O'Brien disclosed wherein the documentation file 
describes the communication area file (O'Brien, col. 13, lines 39-49). 

5. As per claims 4,12,20 Helgeson-O'Brien disclosed wherein the documentation file 
comprises field description information and connection information (O'Brien, col. 13, lines 39- 
49). 

6. As per claims 5,13,21 Helgeson-O'Brien disclosed using the identified information and 
extracted information to build a connector (O'Brien, col 15, lines 21-41). 
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7. As per claims 6,14,22 Helgeson-O'Brien disclosed comprising using the identified 
information and extracted information to build an enterprise Java bean connector (O'Brien, col. 
15, lines 21-41). 

8. As per claims 7,15,23 Helgeson-O'Brien disclosed wherein the database can be queried to 
find program parts comprising the transaction-based application and identify relationships 
between the program parts (Helgeson, Page. 12, col. 0277-0278) 

9. As per claims 8, 16,24 Helgeson-O'Brien disclosed wherein the related information is a 
member of the set comprising relationships, call hierarchies, transactions, communication areas, 
parameters, the flow of data elements, and resources employed (Helgeson, Page. 21, col 0420). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments filed 12/09/2004 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant's arguments are as follows. 

10. Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose scanning application source code for a 
transaction or any type of scanning of application source code. 
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As to applicant's argument Helegeson disclosed system may also include a monitor component 
for monitoring changes of a data object at a system, with the monitoring component having both 
a system independent service subcomponent and a system specific service component utilizing a 
native API of the monitored system to monitor changes of the data object (Page. 2, Paragraph 
0016). 

1 1. Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose extracting from the database parameter 
definitions describing communication information by the transaction; and identifying a 
parameter usage type for each parameter, said parameter usage type selectable from the 
parameter usage type set comprising input, output, input/output, and unreferenced. 

As to applicants argument Helegeson disclosed automatic persistence service provided by the 
application server enhances the productivity of bean developers, is more efficient at runtime, and 
allows the bean definition to be independent of the type of data store used for persistence (e.g., a 
relational database or an object-oriented database). A component developer will be responsible 
for declaring part or all of the attributes of an entity bean as persistent in its deployment 
descriptor and then mapping them to fields in a database at deployment time (Page. 19, 
Paragraph. 0382). 

12. Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose displaying a subset of the related 
information identified in the scan of the source code. 
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As to applicants argument Helegeson disclosed Model developers are typically Java 
programmers, since the bulk of the development effort is implementing a companion Java Bean 
that invokes the appropriate SAB A Manager API. They can use the dynamic features of the 
engine (tag libraries and Java scripts) to place data from bean onto the page (Page. 29, Paragraph. 
0545). 

13. Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose that "user to link a transaction-based 
application on the mainframe to the internet and/or worldwide web, where the transaction based 
application was not originally designed for web or internet based transactions." 

As to applicants argument O'Brien disclosed "each of the web servers in the network may handle 
HTTP request for static count such as HTML and graphic files. The web servers may proxy all 
requests for dynamic content to a Java application network 122" (col. 7, lines 55-59). However 
between tiers, the individual networks themselves may be available such that a web server in 
Illinois may pass request for dynamic content to java application clusters in Wisconsin (col. 7, 
lines 64-67). 

14. Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose, "of storing related information identified in 
the scan of the source code". 
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As to applicant's argument Helgeson disclosed, "the system comprises a network interface 
memory storing data and programs of instructions, and a processor coupled to the memory which 
executes the programs of instructions and accesses the stored data (Page. 2, Paragraph. 0015). 

15. Application argued that prior art did not disclose, "wherein the transaction-based 
application does not process transactions over the network". 

As to applicant's arguments Helgeson disclosed, "In the preferred embodiment, the platform 
permits application developers to work on the business aspects of the application without having 
to focus on the transaction management" (Page. 3, Paragraph. 0039). 



Conclusion 



16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the examiner 
should be directed to Adnan Mirza whose telephone number is (571)-272-3885. 
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1 7. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday during normal business 
hours. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571)-272-3933. The fax for this group is (703)- 
746-7239. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

18. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for un published 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto. gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at (866)-2 17-9 197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 



ZARNI MAUNG 
.: SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




